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'I‘hc Hm'ms Sllrvey

By Louis Harris
.0 1968, The Washington Post Cd. -

followed the Fulbrlght Com.
mittee hearings on Vietnam
and China policy ‘feel the re-
sult has been a better under-
standing of United States ob-
jectives in Asla. Moreover, the
hearings ‘apparently have not
greatly damaged public con-
fidence in either Secretary of

iState Dean Rusk or Secretary
10f Defense Robert McNamara.

Rusk’s over-all job rating| .-
with the people stands at 62|:

to 38 per cent positive, with|
McNamara at 58 to 42 per cent
favorable, Both of President
Johnson's key advisers there-
fore achieve a level of public
acceptance higher at the mo-i

for the, President hlnisélf. ‘
Rusk and McNamara, orig-

Cabind}, "are both well known
figures to about two of every
three Amerlcans In conirast,
only half the publlc can iden-
tify Senator Fullbright, Only’
37 per cent claim to have fol-
lowed his receiit hearings, but
more than a majorily of Amer-
icans with college education

{are in this group.
.~ Among pegple with opin-

fons, more feel ‘that Sen. Ful-
bright has been helpful (55%)
than believe he ‘has been
harmful' (45%). The same can:
not be said for-a member“of

1his committee and.another op-

ponent of . the . Vietnam war,
Sen. Wayne Morse of Ore-gon.
Six out of ten rate Morse as
.more . harmful than " helpful
and 45 per ceht classify him'
as'a “radical™ '

_‘A,,carefully; drawn’ ‘cross~sec

Most Amerlcans who have|

ment than that (55 per cent)!

inal members of the Kennedy
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‘ txon “of the American . people

was asked N '

“Have you or haven’t you
followed the Senate hearings|
Sen. Fulbright has been con-{
ducting in - Washington, on|
Vietnam and China?” and “(if
followed) do you think ' the
Fulbright Committee hearings|
on Vietnam and China have

1helped people such as yourself|

to better understand the war
in Vietnam, have they confused
things, have they set, back!

Amencan unity, of have they|—

not made ‘much difference one
way or the other?”

Tolal Publlc i

Dldﬂ'f FO"OW ............... 63
“FOLLOWED HEARINGS

Reaction tfo hearings
Heiped Understanding..
Confused Things...........

. Set Back Unity........
Not Much Difference......
Not Sure ......ooovviiiiinn

" The hearings do not seem
to have dimmed public confi-
dence in either McNamara or

Fulbright Hearings .

| Most Feel Eﬂﬂﬁﬁmghﬁi Hem’mgé
: Led to Better M@&@K‘S@&M&}ng

[Namara for “being a good part-
‘ner of LBJ.”

- Rusk was criticized for being
"“{oo cautious”; McNamara for
‘being too bold and brazen”
‘especially in cutting back and
closing down politically sensi-
tive military Installations at|
home. Rusk was criticized for:
'beinig “unclear and uncertain
fabout -~ Vietnam"; McNamara
Ifor being "tod. confident and '
itoo certajn” that the war could *
be won soon and decisively )
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| Rusk. Peoplé were asked:’

“How would you rate the job
Dean Rusk is doing. as Secre-
tary of State—e:ccellent, pretty
good, only fair, or poor?”. And.
“how wonld you rate the jodb.
Robert McNamara i3 doing a8
Secretary of Defense — excel- -
i{lent, pretty good, onlu fair or,
poor""

Rusk McNamara Ratings .

Lo Good Excellent
. Rusk McNaznr.

Nationwlde visviviisnes o 62 58 ..
{1 By_ Region S
St veeee Jeo 63 39
Midwest 62, " 55
outh . 40 61
West ... 59 55

By Education .
8th Grade or Less.... 65 54
High School .......... [1] 55
Collegn t.vvveinviiinian 57 62

When asked to spell out
what they liked and didn't like
about Rusk and McNamara,
people expressed sharp differ-.
ences. ' Rusk was praised for

“doing the best he can”; Mec-|.

Namara for being taut and ef:

flClent Rusk was respected for
going along w;th LBJ"' Me-
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